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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION
SITE PLAN REVIEW FORM

PLANNING BOARD - FIRE BUREAU

REFERANCE NUMBER: 87-11 REFERANCE NUMBER: 87-100
SITE PLAN FOR: HERITAGE PARK

ADDRESS: River Street Assoc.; 12 Front St.) Newburgh, NY 12550

. The aforementioned site plén or map was reviewed by the BUREAU OF FIRE
PREVENTION at a meeting held on 19 January 19 88 .

The site plan or map was approved by the BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION.

X The site plan or map was disapproved by the BUREAU OF FIRE PRE-
VENTION for the following reason(s).

Plan was previously rejected for the following:

A dry hydrant is to be installed for use of the fire department at the

roadway where the two (2) ponds meet. (near crossing) The roadway

‘pavement width to be a minimum of 34 feet to meet Town Code. The

existing crossing must be able to safely carrv a 25 ton fire apparatus,

This plan was previously rejected. There are no changes that would

indicate that this oplan, received on 16 February 1988, was updated

to include the Bureau's requirements. . .
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l' "’  RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
Associate

‘McGOEY ana HAUSER o C enaedinNew Yotk vania
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: Heritage Park Subdivision

PROJECT LOCATION: South side of Route 207 (West of Beattie)
NEW WINDSOR #: 87-11

13 January 1988

l). The subject project has been reviewed at three (3) previous

Planning Board Meetings. The concept of the proposed subdivision has

changed several times through the review process.

2). At the 9 December 1987 Planning Board Meeting, it was my
understanding that a motion was presented to approve the plan and it
failed to pass the vote of the Board.

3). The application for the subdivision and the Environmental
Assessment Forms do not reflect the latest proposed configuration of
the subdivision., Further, if the subdivision sketch plan is
resubmitted, it would be my recommendation that the Board require a
new application and fee, new Environmental Assessment Form, Proxy
Statement and that a new Project Number be assigned. 1In addition,
all outstanding fees for the previous application should be paid.

4). At such time that the new plan is received, further Engineering
review and comments will be prepared.
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” Mr .- Angelo Volanakis: .am here from River Street Assov‘: . We are here
tonight we are here for sketch plan approval. This is the second time, we were
at your last meeting we have revised the plan somewhat since that meeting.
The density of lots has been addressed on the new plan it‘s been reduced from 33
lots to 27 lots. That is the firsttbig change. Following our last meeting we
met with the DEC they had a change of heart regarding the wetlands configuration
and they have been mofieied. These plans show the final and they have been
certified by the DEC. There was some concern over the proximity of the septic
field with the wetlands that has been addressed. HWe have relocated them. We
have moved it away from the wetlands. There were also some long drives if you
recall in the south east corner they have been eliminated. The roadway in the
northeast corner has been modified and thi:s was to do two things, one to avoid
the wetlands ares and to eliminate a cul-de-sac there earlier and somebody on
the Board had requested copies of the perc tests, the field notes and the perc
tests., We have them available if anybody would like to see them.

Mr. Mc Carville: Do you have a copy of the old map \at the previous meeting?
-

Mr. Scheible: Right here.
"Mr., Mc Carville: One comment the last time was access cver property which wasn’t

addressed. We said there were some other undeveloped property to the east and
didn’t we comment there should be some access possibly or consideration given to
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access to other properties,

Mr VYolanakis: 1 think you have this mixed up with somebody else.
Mr. Van Leeuwen: he is right there was a comment to that.

Mr. Edsall: It was on December 9th,

Mr. Scheible: Our engineer says the application for the subdivision and
envircenmental assessment form does not reflect the latest proposed configquration
of the subdivision, The EAF form that was filed was for the previous
application. We haven’t veceived an EAF form for this cne as of yet. Further
that the subdivision sketch plan is resubmitted it would be his recommendation
that the Board require a new application and fee. New EAF form, new proxy
statement in otherwords you are starting all over because you are bringing a
whole new application and a new project number assigned. We might waive the neuw
project number we will give him a new number but keep him in mind.

Mr. Edeall: The file is getting, we have s0 many different plans.
Mr. Volanakis: Can we get approval contingent on doing that so we can proceed.

Mr. Scheible: This is & review sessioen [ don’t think that the Board is ready to
give any type of approval this evening. until they mull cver the maps and give
the enqineer a chance to re-examine the maps as they are submitted now,

Mr. Volanakis: Hill we be able to come before the Board at your next meeting?

Mr. Scheible: If our engineer has time to review these, if you can get
application made in time and if our enginer has time to review it for the next
meeting. :

Mr. Edsall: Would it be advisable if the Board would like to give a comment on
the layout.

Mr. Scheible: 1Is this going to be it, this is the first one we have seen rather
than spend a lot of time on this because even though there are some fees still
due from the applicant they have to be cleared up ithere is a fee problem here.
Is this the one we are going to settle in on? How doze the Board feel being
that this i= 27 lots,

Mr. Me Carville: The layout is much better than what we have previously seen.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: MWhat is the disposition of the barn is that going to be made
into an apartment?

Mr. Volanakis: Right now our game plan is to keep it in tact as a barn to add
some charm to the site, the buyer of the lot will decide what he will do with
it. \

A Y
Mr. Rones: Put a restriction that the barn would only be an accessory structure

for storage.
\

Mr. Babcock: They’d have to qo back in front of this Bqavﬂ.

-26_



Mr. Scheible: Another restriction [’d like to see put because 1 have seen
drives moved sround 1‘d like to see, there is a temptation here to try and sneak
a driveway down right to 207 from =ome of these lots I have seen driveways moved
in this Town and 1°d like to put a restriction in there to cover ourselves

perhaps not on the m3p tc make 1t clear to the purchaser that they shouldn’t be
attempting sccess to 207.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Not for living quarters on the barn. Lot 24 and 25 cut
the pond in half that might cause & problem.

Mr. Mc Carville: We have done all the lead agency 1 believe?

Mr. Rones: There is a suggestion by Mark the EAF be redrafted.

Mr. Scheible: We are all in agreement that that pond should be on one lot |
don’t know how you are going to do it. If you combine 22 and 24 that would be

an attractive lot.

Mr. Yolanakis: Thank you.



) . .

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION
SITE PLAN REVIEW FORM

PLANNING BOARD FIRE BUREAU )
REFERANCE NUMBER: g87-11 REFERANCE NUMBER: §7-100
SITE PLAN FOR: HERITAGE PARK

ADDRESS: _Rpiver Street Assac.: 12 Front St., Newhurgh, N.Y. 12550

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the BUREAU OF FIRE
PREVENTION at a meeting held on_j}9 Janmary 19 gf .

The site plan or map was approved by the BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION.

X The site plan or map was dlsapproved by the BUREAU OF FIRE PRE-
VENTION for the follow1ng reason(s) .

A dry hydrant is to be installed for use of the fire dep&rtment at the

roadway where the two ‘(2) ponds meet. (Near crossing) The roadway

pavement width to be a minimum of 34 feet to meet Town Code. The

existing crossing must be able to safely carry a 25 ton fire apparatus.
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~ Mr. Angelo Volonakis from F. “ireet Associates came before the Board
# representing this proposal. :

-

ik

.

Mr. Volonakis: We originally subm:tted on November 18th for sketch plan
approval. This is a resubmittal incl.ding the comments that we have received on
that date.

Mr. Schiefer: The comment changed you say it is a different plan.

Mr. Edsall: To restate this comment, we have had three different versions of

this plan brought in between the 22nd of April meeting, the 18th of November and
now the 9th of December. All three plans have been by three different

-17 -
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professicnals and three\@fferent layouts. We have starte! the SEQR process with
the second version and this plan is not the same footprint as the previous plans
and‘l am a little confused as to which plan.

Mr., Volonakis: When we included the DEC information om the drawing the main
road way was rerouted because based on the findings and that is the only major
change from the last submittal.

Mr. Scheible: This was shifted down here to get away from the wetlands ares,
Mr., Edsall: Can I ask if the wetlands are based on a field stakeout?
Mr. Volonakis: Correct, By DEC and it was surveyed.

Mr. Edsall: Because the configuration is quite different from what is on the
plan.

Mr. Volonakis: We were surprised also.

Mr. Volonakis: We have taken four perc tests included onn the drawings, the
results were qood lot sizes and have been indicated, the septics have been
shown, house locations have been shown and some of the general topo information
has been shown. This was prepared by River Street Associates by me. He are the
developer, Kartiganer does work for us, we were unable to get the proxy in time
for this meeting, they are in the process of getting it. They will be here at
the next meeting. There was one engineering firm that is no longer with us and
Kartiganer will be the engineer of record for this project.

Mr. Scheible: Looks like we are starting all over as far as I can see. The
plans are quite different from what we have been loocking at over the last few
months.

Mr. Edsall: Probably you should get a new EAF based on this information.

Mr. Scheible: 1 am trying to follow some of these lines.

Mr. Rones: 1Is the lot count the same as on the prior plans?

Mr. Volonakis: 1 believe so. HWell, there were 36 in the last submittal and we
are at 33, I believe during the last meeting you requested information on the
wetlands area and we were able to provide it the changes are based on the

findings.

Mr. Scheible: Yes 1 can see that. They are very different from what we have
been looking at. :

Mr. Jones: What was the reason for drawing this like this?

Mr. Volonakis: The lay of the land.

Mr. Jones: Who would want to by a.piece of land‘likerthat?

Mr. Reyns: I looked at this earlier teday and 1 am completely dissatisfied with

the plan because number one we have the septic layout down near the wetlands
here and that is just one instance here. The other one is lot number 3 my other
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obiection is that | th. for this property and I know ’uery well it is |
think that we have 33 homes or residences listed on this property with wells and
seﬁ}ics in an area that certainly is all wet, it is a swamp. It runs along the
railroad here with an awful lot of wet lands. It is just poor planning to have
this many lots and this many septics and this many wells put out in an area not
made for this, 1°d say looking at it and | studied it this afternoon I think
that possibly 20 would be maximum, 20 homes not 33, nowhere near it.

Mr. Volonakis: This line that you are talking about is not the wetlands it is
the buffer zone 100 feet from the wetlands area.

M. Reyns: | see that. But what about this.

Mr. Volonakis: That is the hundred foot buffer, But there is another hundred
feet before you get to the wet lands area.

Mr. Jones: How long does it take the water to move once it penetrates the
ground?

Mr. Volonakis: Three minutes. The worse is 20 minutes.
Mr. Reyns: 1‘d like to see the tests., That is my opinion.

Mr. Volonakis: MWe spoke to DEC about the roadway and their primary concern was
the engineering of it.

Mr. Schzible: Not because he is older and wiser tan I am but I tend to agree
with Henry Reyns. Just seems to be squeezing an awful lot out of this piece of
property and out this end of town even though the zoning only requires one acre
lots it is just a hodge podge here.

Mr. Volonakis: We were primarily trying to take advantage of the high land for
placing the houses.

Mr. Schiefer: HWhat about the driveways? It goes right through the buffer zone.
Mr. Mc Carville: So does lot 12.

Mr. Babcock: Is that going to be a private road or Town road?

Mr. Volonakis: Town road.

Mr. Reyns: 1t isn’t indicated. You have the septic running up to the Town
road. ’

Mr. Scheible: All of them are right on the road, how do you feel about that
Mark?

Mr. Edsall: Obviously with this size subdivision it is going to have to go to
the Orange County Health Department which means every lot will require two deep
and two perc tests in the area of }he sanitary systems so we are going to find
out.

Mr. Jones: | suggest it goes there first.

- 19 -
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Mr. Edsall: They cannoQo to the Orange County Health gartment without the
pfeaiminary approval.

* Mr. Scheible: 1 think we are gding to have to--
Mr. Schiefer: I am not geoing to give preliminary. approval.

Mr. Edsall: You are'required to take some action tonight from sketch plan
status or have them waive it.

Mr. Scheible: It is the same application but it is a whole new plan.

Mr. Rones: Since the responses are negative it doesn’t seem to make much sense
to have them continue with the sketch plan.

Mr. Volonakis: There is something on the plan that doesn’t meet current zonning
requirements?

Mr. Scheible: I said that befere I said you may possibly meet the current
zoning standards but it seems by the Board’s feelings here that they just don’t
feel that it is good planning. Preper planning in this area of Town,

Mr. Schiefer: 1‘d like to go out and take a look and see how wet it is.

Mr. Scheible: We walked it but 3all we did was walk by the barn.

Mr. Babcock: Also on the plan I noted the remark that existing barn to remain.
I was just wondering i there should be some clarafication if it remains what it
is going to be used for.

Mr. Scheible: Any plans at this time?

Mr. Volonakis: The plan presently remaining as a barn.

Mr. Babcock: Also the last representative said the barn was to be demolished.
We are kind of unclear that is why 1 am bringing it up.

Mr. Volonakis: We are going back and forth with refurbishing it before
preliminary approval we wil definitely clear it up at this sketch plan stage we
haven’t firmed up what we are going to do with it.

Mr. Scheible: The major part of a lot of these lots are sitting in a swampy
area. And very close to some of the dwellings.

Mr. Schiefer: Has the DEC seen this with the septics bordering the wetlands?
Mr. Volonakis: WNo, this is only a sketch plan.

Mr. Scheible: If this site doesn’t have as much water as what is shown on here
1 would think a little about it differently but I can just see a lot of problems

with the sewage and the wetlands area. It is just too much for the area.
¥

Mr. Volonakis: If there was a problem with that sewage in the wetlands area the
DEC would never have granted us approval.

- 20 -




Mr. Mc Carville: ] make .otion we approve the sketch pl.of Heritage Park
Subdivision.

Mr. Scheible: 1 lock at it as conceptual.

Mr. Edsall: Sketch status right now. And the meeting on the 11 or 18 of
November was the date that the first sketch plan was submitted so within 30 days
you have to take some action or have them waive the restriction on the Board’s
action for the timeframe.

Mr. Schiefer: MWhy don’t you find out if they will waive it?

Mr. Volonakis: At the last meeting the plan was submitted with 36 we have
reduced to 33 and now there is a very big concern of the number of lots,

Mr. Scheible: The concern is what brought that out is because the last time that
you brought this these wetlands were not identified on the map and I am speaking
for myself I think the rest of the Board will agree with me since we never saw
as vast as they are on this site. This is what has changed the whole viewpoint
en this project.

Mr. Schiefer: I will second the motion.

MR. MC CARVILLE NAY
MR. SCHIEFERK NaY
MR. LANDER NAY
MR. JONES NAaY
MR. REYNS Nay
MR. SCHEIBLE NAY

Mr. Scheible: 1‘d like to see it knocked down to that proximity to 23 lot
subdivision. Before he goes off and starts redrawing the plans anybody else
have any suggestions?

Mr. Reyns: Anything on the comments, this is the place for the four or five
acre lots rather than the 1 acre lot. 1 think something like this could be
developed, this four or five acre lots and therefore you still have te get your
price out of yur property so if you develop something like that rather than 1
acre lot you will will be solving your problem and solving the Town’s problem by
not being overpopulated in that area. I just can‘t see that.

Mr. Volonakis: Thank you.
Mr. Lander: Seeing that the next one on the agenda is a relative of mine I will

abstain from voting or any opinions on what goes on.
N R ———— . .



RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

. MARK J. EDSALL, P.E,
(: Associgte

McGOEY anda HAUSER Licensed in New York,

New Jersey and Pennsylvania
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550
TELEPHONE (914)562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600
TOWN_DOF NEW _WINDSOR
FLAMMING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
MAFE: Heritages FPark Subdivision
LOUCATION: huuth side of Houte 207 {(west of Beattie)

TMNDGOR $#s 87-1
2 “mcsnﬁdr 1987

nt has submitted a Flan for the maicr subdivisi
thirty-three (33} lots. The FPlan was
22 fpril 1987 and 18 November 1787 F

2. . It should be noted that the first plan submitted in April was
prepared by Hudson Engineering Associates, having one arrangement.
The Flan submitted in Movember 1787 was prepared by KHartiganer
fAssiociates, having a diffesrent arrangement. The Flarn submitted for
this mseting is prepared by River Street Associates, having a
different arrangement.

- Arny subdivicion plan submitted must be prepared by a licensed

4., It should be neoted that the SERRA review procesce hacs been
initiated utilizing t% Environmental fAscsessment Form and Flan as
crepared by Kartigans- Ascesociates. It is my opinion that such procecss
is invalid if the Ri Strest fAssociates Plan is to be the basis of
evelopment.

S fs previpusly noted in my review comments, one of the mary

oncerne for the project is the proximity to the New York ©
yepartment of Environment.l Conservation Wetlands. The Rive
ssociates plan as submitted indicates limits of "DEC Wetlan
{typicall)" . The configurstion of such limites do not appear
consistent with the Mew York'State Freshwater Wetlands Map as orepared
kv the Mew York State Department of Environmental Conservation. The
2y wish to ask 2§ the 1imi s shown on this plan were
located by the DEC in the +field. as regussted by this

ﬂ Il n|

and the Flanning Boz-d.



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
TOWN HALL, UNION AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

NOVEMBER 18, 1987

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: HENRY SCHEIBLE, CHAIRMAN
DANIEL MC CARVILLE
LAWRENCE JONES
RON LANDER

HENRY VAN LEEUWEN
CARL SHIEFER

OTHERS PRESENT: MARK EDSALL, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER
JOSEPH RONES, PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY
MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR

ABSENT: HENRY REYNS

Mr. Scheible called the reqular meeting to order. He asked if there were any
additions or corrections to the October 28, 1987 minutes. Being that there were
none, a motion was made by Mr. Van Leeuwen to accept the minutes as distributed,
seconded by Mr. Jones and approved by the Board.

Mr. Scott Kartiganer: HWe are representing Heritage Park. We are looking at 37
parcels location is Route 207, Rock Tavern Post Office is just west of there.

Mr. Scheible: We walked this before.

Mr. Kartiganer: What we are presenting today is to get some conceptual approval
on the layout. Since the time you had another submittal I guess a number of
months back and since that time we have been retained to look at the lot, The
first thing we’d like to let you be aware of is we have the road entries we have
spoken with the DOT and got their preliminary approvals as far as the locations,

Mr. Me Carville: MWas this before us under another name?

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Yes, it was.

Mr. Kartiganer: | believe it was under Heritage Park. The concept is to lay
basically a floating pattern through the farm land. The number of lots as far as
the general layout of the parcel is along stone walls and various other features
in the landscape. One of the major things we have just located a few days ago
is the wet lands areas on the property. They have been flagged, we have located



them, there will be on!area if you remember the previous map. The previous

L]
-Submittal had just a cul-de-sac over here coming inte a cul-de-sac over here,

We want to bring the property through a floating landscape. HWe will be
traversing an area of wetlands.

Mr. Mec Carville: Are they DEC?

Mr. Kartiganer: Designated wet lands. We will be looking at this in this area
to keep the layout flow of the property. MWe’d like to, this is a marginal wet
lands area in our opinion. We’d like to go through the property and trade them
probably for some area on another area of the land.

Mr. Mc Carville: Trade who?
Mr. Kartiganer: DEC.

Mr. Me Carville: Until you put the wetlands area on the map there is not much
we can do.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: 1‘d like to see topo and perc tests. I don’t see anything about
perc tests, I think that is the most important thing especially down in here.

Mr. Kartiganer: On the sketch layout.
Mr. Van Leeuwen: Yes I want to see perc tests.
Mr. Kartiganer: At this time.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: At the time if you don’t have perc you have to make different
arrangements.

+ Kartiganer: At this time as | said one of our primary concerns is the road

:iries a3t this time. We’d like to get general approval as far as our locations
of the road entries, two voad entries onto the property. It is important that we
have two road entries.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: It is a bad spot all the way through there.

Mr. Kartiganer: As far as the wetlands those have recently been flagged. We
have surveyed them out and at the next submittal we will have them located on
the sketch plan. We are trying to go on the most prudent expeditious method we
can. We will be looking at a number of lots for wet lands back here
conceptually there iz a wet lands area that comes over and at the shortest point
would be traversing thiz. '=‘d likeé-the general acceptance I guess of the
Planning Board at this tis 1 concept if we can have a general arrangement of
the property and minimize ou: nfluence on the wetlands.

Mr. Mc Carville: You went to look &t two cul-de-sacs, take a look at putting
two adjoining properties together. .

Mr. Kartiganer: This area here is mostly wet. On the next one we will designate
the wet lands but basically we will not be able to get an entry, we cannot
really foresee getting an entry onto this adjoining property. There is a pond
here and it is pretty wet back here. HWe will take a look at putting a through
road but this area generally is fairly wet back here ceming through this area,



fha wet lands locations will show that exactly on the next sketch plan map.

‘There is a long access to get to Beattie Road,

Mr. Van Leeuwen: 1 think what we should do is get the topo.
Mr. Scheible: What is the smallest lot you have?

Mr. Kartiganer: We have the smallest lot shown on the sketch at approximately an
acre. Everything is a minimim full size lot. I would foresee with the wetlands
and again | don’t have them in front of you, we are going to have a large area
of open land over in the back we are going to try to cluster, nothing under
cluster provisions retaining the miminum one acre size zoning but to run the
lots along that side not have any access from the highway. All our access will
be from the new built road.

Mr. Scheible: 1s the existing barn going to be torn down?

Mr. Kartiganer: That is still right now we’d like to retain the barn if we can,
unless there is a problem with sight distance.

Mr. Scheible: Make condo’s or something like that?

Mr. Kartiganer: HWe haven‘t looked at that.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: None of the drives are coming off 2077

“ir. Kartiganer: None of them are.

Mr. Mc Carville: Where is the each buildable area on lot 7?

Mr. Kartiganer: We are looking at over here 1 think we are going to lose some
of the property with the wet lands,

Mr. Van Leeuwen: 1 think you should show buildable areas, get percs tests in
here. These contours are they taken off USGS map?

Mr. Kartiganer: Flown topography.
Mr. Rones: 1Is any of this wooded or fields or what?
Mr. Kartiganer: Mozt y fields, number of stone walls.

Mr, Jones: Fields and sw. = and wet lands.

Ry
.3

Mr., Kartiganer: Fields and - nps and stone walls and that is theé most critical
thing we are bringing up at th. time is that we went to the effort to actually
map out and survey the wet lands. A detail we don‘t have it at this time of the
meeting, it wasn‘t flagged. We have just gotten all the information as of a few
days ago. ) .

Mr. Rones: And did you say you had some input from the DOT?
Mr. Kartiganer: DOT | gave here the letter. This is the first step here as far

as the road access location that was the other critical thing we wanted to get
right at the beginning. Two road accesses.



H?J.Rones: So they haven‘t,

Mr. Kartiganer: They have come out the regional has come out. This is a normal
first step, the actual permit thing would be submitting permit to the regional.

Mr. Rones: They haven‘t given their views on these two?
Mr. Kartiganer: They have here.
Mr. Rones: It says to be reviewed. We don’t have the review and comments.

Mr. Kartiganer: The first step on a review is they send out the regional from
the Newburgh regional and he will come out and he says it looks ok where is the

best spot he cannot approve a main road on to the road. Mostly he can approve
driveways.

Mr. Rones: They looked at it and are thinking about it.
Mr. Kartiganer: 1 worked with the guy it should pass approvals.

Mr. Scheible: Gentlemen, what we are going to have to do is designate a lead
agency also for this project.

Mr. Jones: ] make a motion that the Town of New Windsor Planning Board be the
lead agency in this matter,

Mr. Mc Carville: ! will second that motion.

Mr. Edsall: 1In light of the other agencies involued we should send out a lead
agency coordination letter so that the DEC if they want to go ahead with it.

Mr. Scheible: Is that because of the wet lands?

Mr. Edsall: DEC has objected to any board’s taking lead agency without them
being given the opportunity or at last being advised prior to someone taking the
position and if you do send a letter it is in compliance with the SEQR
procedures.

Mr. Rones: That the motion would be that the Planning Board is indicating its
intention to declare itself lead agency and then upon giving the other involved
agencies the 30 days opportunity to respond we can then make our decision if you
so feel. :

Mr. Edsall: And I have a form letter to that effect that the DEC is happy with
it and if you desire I will send it.

Mr. Scheible: Do send it to the DEC, thank you.
Mr. Rones: It is just an amendment of the motion to declare our intentions to
assume lead agency status subject to the 30 day comment period of the other

interested agencies.

Mr. Kartiganer: Do you have any objections. 1°d like to bring up subject to the
approval of the DEC if we do cross the wetlands if it is in the overall benefit



of the site plan.
Mr. Van Leeuwen: We can‘t give you that permission,
Mr., Jones: | don’t see the wet lands here.

Mr. Kartiganer: We will show that just as a general concept and we will have
that next time,

Mr. Scheible: 1/d suggest you come back with the designated wet areas.
Mr. Rones: How you Qant to cross them, what the DEC has to say.

Mr. Scheible: You are showing building lots on possible wet areas and we have no

idga‘where they lie, the best thing to do is go back and get your plans in
order.

Mr. Kartiganer: Sure.

Mr. Mec Carville: The buildable area should be indicated.

Mr. Kartiganer: We will come back with perc tests, have the setbacks on the maps
themselves and we will have the wet lands designated on the sketch plan,

Mr. Edsall: One item I noted while looking at the plan which may be Mr.
Kartiganer can get resolved prior to the next appearance is the proxy statement
that was filed didn‘t authorize him to represent the owner. It authorized
Riverside Associates, you might want to have them authorize you as well if the
owner isn’t going to be present.

Mr. Scheible: Can you fill out one with your name as designated.

Mr. Kartiganer: Yes.

Mr. Edsall: HWe have both EAF‘s. We need one from the owner.

Mr. Scheible: You have one from the owner stating who as the represebtative?

Mr. Don Clibus: 1 believe River Street is on there.

Mr. Edsall: And Mr. Kartiganer is not from River Street as far as I know. That
is where the problem is.

Mr. Scheible: It is a minor detail to have a proxy statement f:lled out but we
must have it on file. Do you understand what we mean?.

Mr. Clibus: 1 understand.

Mr. Scheible: The proxy statement designates Mr, Kartiganer as your
representative before the Planning Board that he has the right to make.any
decision that is necessary. And it should be signed by the owner.

Mr. Clibus: The owner has given us permission to proceed with the project and
Mr. Kartiganer is working for us.




RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

Associste
C
McGOEY ans HAUSER New soey and Penisyvani
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550
TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PLANNING BOARD

REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: Herltage Park Subdiv131on T
PROJECT LOCATION: South side of Route 207 (west of Beattle)
NEW WINDSOR §: 87-11

18 November 1987

1. The Applicant has submitted a Plan for the major subdivision of a
65.6 +/- acre parcel into thirty-seven (37) single family reSLdentlal
lots. A different version of this plan was reviewed at the
presubmission conference portion of the 22 april 1987 Planning Board
Meeting.

2. The Plan was submitted and reviewed as a Sketch Plan.

3. The proposed subdivision will require review by the Orange County
Department of Planning, Orange County Department of Health
(Subdivision,Sanitary and Wells), New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (Wetlands) and New York State Department of
Transportation (Highway access).

4. At this point of initial sketch Plan Review, my major concern
involves the project's location with respect to and its effect on the
two (2) nearby NYS Freshwater Wetlands MB-22 and MB-24. Without the
boundaries of these wetlands shown on the Plan (as based on an actual
marking in the field by DEC), it is difficult to determine if the
concept of the Plan appears acceptable. The Board may wish to see the
locations of such wetlands on the Plan before taking any approval
actions, . .

5. The applicant has submitted both a Short Environmental Assessment
Form and a Full Environmental Assessment Form for the subject project.
Based on the number of review and approval agencies involved and the
size of the proposed project, it is recommended that the Town of New
Windsor issue a TLead Agency, Coordxnatlon Letter to determine the Lead
aAgency.
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' TOWN_OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING . BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME:  Heritage Park Subdivision
PROJECT LOCATION: South side of Route 207 (west of Beattie)

NEW WINDSOR #: 87-11
11 November 1987 . o
’ Page 2

6. The Applicant should be advised that future Plans should include
the Signature and Seal of a Licensed Surveyor.

— e — ———— —
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87-11 N N

STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
4 BURNETT BOULEVARD

POUGHKEEPSIE, N.Y. 12603

ALBERT E. DICKSON - - o FRANKLIN E. WHITE
REGIONAL DIRECTOR COMMISSIONER

Date: Hesp o loon 7 /257

To: éWé ﬁ%igég ) _ 44@24/7&44;} |
gmw oy Wes L) tocilliatre wg&ﬂ/ﬁé
Sodeca s

4’(5Q Roaaieh ulrnee . ‘
(fiewuj:,ccdzoy | 7744 13450 Re: __A/Qz.,‘@g, (ol

This department has no objection to thea)émncg BoarL
of /R WQMQ eing” the lead agency

for this action.

We have reviewed the Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) and find
the estimated number of vehicular trips to be reasonable.

If a draft environmental impact statement is prepared for the proposed
project, please forward orie to use for review.

Please be aware that a state highway work permit will be required
for any curb cuts onto Route . Application and final site
plan should be forwarded to this department's local residency office,
as soon as possible,to initiate the review process.

Other bévz%bc/a £ z%z,/wz@zzoé mw@os/zw/ m@/

000 ®

[x]

Véry truly yours,

Douglas G. Druchunas
Civil Engineer II (Planning)

BQWM/?@ZK&&:/

Jdanne Decker
Civil Engineer 1 (Planning)

DGD:JD:aI{




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION
SITE PLAN REVIEW FORM

PLANNING BOARD FIRE BUREAU
REFERANCE NUMBER: §¢7-// ,  REFERANCE NUMBER: £7 -/up

SITE PLAN FOR: }4/'7'465 Z( %Evéc.df’mﬂf

ADDRESS: Zr’& ,207/ A}Fw M«a)m. J.-«} /JSTU

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the BUREAU OF FIRE
PREVENTION at a meeting held on s Wreesscc 195 .

X The site plan or map was approved by the BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION.

The site plan or map was dlsapproved by the BUREAU OF FIRE PRE-
VENTION for the following reason(s).

s Lre 22 7 o T 7 z/~*’7f
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PLANNING BOARD |
Department of Planni
/X 17 / &epDaevelopment anning

124 Main Street
Goshen, New York 10924
(914) 294-5151

iy

Peter Ourvisen, Commissionsr
Richard $. DeTurk, Depety Commitsioner

Couty Execulive

ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
239 L, M or N Report

This proposed oction is being reviewed as an aid in coordinating such action between and among governmentol
qgencies by bringing pertinent inter-community and Countywide considerations to the attention of the municipal ogency
having jurisdiction.

Beferred by Town of New Windsor Planning Board D P & D Reference No. HWT 2787 N

County ID. No. 61 /- 84,2
Applicant _Heritage Park Subdivision/River Street Associates
. Major Subdivision ]
P : '
roposed Action Cand N :

State, County, Inter-Municipal Basis for 239 Review
County Effects: (1) According to the Orange County Soil Survey, many of the soils present on

the site have severe limitations for the use of septic systems. Limitations range from depth
to rock to prolonged wetness. Given this, detailed soil analysis (perculation tests & deep
ocation.d8f _the testina should be iR the

N . . 1 L Tes 3 e5 (S
-didn't coincide-with the proposedseptic—location— =
2 g . .

of septic systems and wells on adjacent properties- within 200 feet.) need to be corrected.

Related Reviews and Permits NYSDEC, NYSDOT & Orange County Department of Health

County Action: Local Determination _ XXXXXX Approved Disapproved

Approved subject to the following modifications and/or conditions:
County Department of Health

December 14, 1987
Date

] Postcord Returned
Date
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COUNTY OF ORANGE /Department of Health

, . 124 MAIN STREET :
orange (LOUIS HEIMBACH, County Executive GOSHEN, NEW YORK 10924 TEL: 914-294-7961
“Walter O. Latzko '
President, Board of Health December 1,

RE:

T * .f»
Town of New Windsor

Planning Board

Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12550

Gentlemen:

This department has no objection to your assuming Lead Agency
status for this subdivision review.

As indicated in the engineer's preliminary report, approval of

this department will have to be obtained before you issue your
final approval.

Very truly yours,

M. J.Y Schleifer, P.E.
Assistant Commissioner

MJS:d1lb

cc: File

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



COUNTY OF ORANGE /Department of Health

orange LOUIS HEIMBACH, County Executive - 124 MAIN STREET
county GOSHEN, NEW YORK 10924 TEL: 914-294-7961

Walter O. Latzko
-President, Board of Heaith _ ) November 20, 1987

Planning Board
Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
- New Windsor, NY 12550

Gentlemen:

In reply to your memo and the attached sketch plan for this subdivision,
be advised that there is no information presented to which we can react.

This is obviously a project that must receive our review and approval as

indicated in Note 4 on the plan. The engineer will have to submit detailed
water, soils and contour iniformation for our review.

Very truly yours,

{—

M. J. Schleifer, P.E.
Assistant Commissioner

MJS:d1b

cc: File

" AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

593 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION

SITE PLAN APPROVAL

1763 Heritage Park Subdivision

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of
Fire Prevention at a meeting helé on 18 November 19 g7 . &
The site plan or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire

7( Prevention.

The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of ?ire
Prevention for the following reason(s).

RS

Roadways are 25 foot width, not to town specifications

ISR SRR MOV NS SO

1 e e

R

j%zll/@ﬁ

T CHAIRMAN




RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
Assaociate

MCGOEY ana HAUSER | LoommmdiaNew otk
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. ' ’

45QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

27 Movembesr 1787

2w Windsor Flanning Hosrd has had placed before it an
for major subdivision located off New York State Routs
Beattie Road within the Town of Mew Windsor. It should
that the subject proiect is located nearby New York
atzr Wetlands MB-22 and MB-Z4. This letter is written as
lead agency coordination as reaquired under Part 617 of
onmental Conservation Law. Additional copies of this letter
ill he forwarded to other integrested or involved agencies or
organizatians, of which we are aware.

nse with regard to vouw interest in the position of Lead

& lettsr resoo

fpgency as detfined by Fart 617, Title & of the Environmental
Conssrvation Law and the SEDRS review process, sent to the Town of Mew
Windsor Flanning HBoard {care of this office), would b= most
appre=ciated. Should no othsr agency or group desire the lead agency
cposition, it.is the Town of New Windsor Flannina Board’'s desirs to
aszume such- role. Should the Flanning Board fail to receive a
rosogonss requesting lead sgency within thirty (30) days of this

letd £ will be understcod that vou do not have an interest in the
1= =y po=ition,
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COMDULT

Henry Zcheible. Chairman, Flanning

Drangs County Deparitment of FPlanni

Orangeé Countv Department of Hsaltih

~Brange County Dun -tment of Public

Mew Yorl: State Department of Transportation
“Town of .New Windsor Town Board

Jos=ph Rones, Esg.,

Yruly cronrs
aND HAUGER
TING _JﬁTﬂEcﬁS. #.C.

¥

would he

the proiect.

{w/c encl.)
Flanning Beoard Attorney {(w/o encl.?

2 2T pMovembesr 17
faorm az preoared by, or in
zubmitted to this Board iz
most aporsciated.  Should vou
olease do not hesitate to
HBoard {w/o encl.?
ng {w/=ncl.)
{w/encl.}
Works (w/encl.)

{fw/encl.)



APPLICATION FOR SKETCH PLAN APPROVAL

UNDER THE

LAND SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR NEW YORK
INCLUDING NYSDEC EAF PARTS 1 & 2

- SUBDIVISION NAME:

APPLICANT:

RECORD OWNER:

HERITAGE PARK SUBDIVISION

A MAJOR SUBDIVISION

Section 51, Block 1, Lot 84.2,
Town of New Windsor

Route 207, Town of New Windsor

- RIVER STREET ASSOCIATES & CO.

12 Front Street

Newburgh, New York 12550

Project Manager/Principal: Donald Klybas, AIA
(914) 561-7001

JOHN 7 JACOBA LEYEN

" Route 207

CONSULTANTS:

DATE YSUBMISSION:

Prepared by:

cott T. Kar

aner,
iates, P.C.

Rock Tavern, Orange County, New York

Planners/Engineers/Surveyors:

KARTIGANER ASSOCIATES, P.C.
555 Blooming Grove Turnpike
Newburgh, New York 12550
(914) 562-43N

Project Manager: Scott T. Kartiganer, P.E.
Project Engineer: Katherine D. Dewkett

Attorney: Gary Sobo
1 Dolson Avenue

Middletown, New York 10940
(914) 343-0466

29 OCTOBER 1987

Endorséd by:

River Street Asgociptes

P.E.



INTRODUCTION

River Street Associates & Co. seeks the approval of the Town
Planning Board of the Town of New Windsor for the subdivision of a
parcel of 63.8 acres into 37 building lots for the development of
single-family detached residences.

SITE LOCATION

The proposed subdivision is located on the south side of New York
State Route 207 approximately 3000 feet east of the Route
207/Beattie intersection in the Hamlet of Rock Tavern. The parcel
is more particularly described on the attached sketch plan prepared
by Kartiganer Associateés, P.C., and dated October 28, 1987.

The site is open, rolling, rural land, with varying vegetation,
including cropland, pasture, brushland, and second- or third-growth
woodland. Remains of old fences and stone walls can be found at
the periphery of portions of the parcel. As discussed later in the
drainage report, a natural drainage system traverses the site and
discharges primarily from the site to a pond on the lands of Aleck
- P. Kubina.

ZONING

According to the Town Zoning Map, the proposed subdivision parcel
is located entirely within the R-3 Residence Zoning District of the
Town of New Windsor. The Zoning Law Bulk Density Tables provide
for a minimum lot area of one acre within the R-3 District if
neither municipal water nor municipal sewer are provided. The bulk
requirements within the R-1 District Are as follows:

minimum street frontage ' 70 feet
minimum lot width ' 125 feet
minimum yards (setbacks)
front 45 feet
side yard/total both yards - 20/40 feet t(L A
rear _ - 50 feet & L
maximum lot coverage 10 .percent _ o Q 04&”'
maximum building height - , 35 feet or_é:1¢2<zggzzf§
minimum livable floor area ’ 1200 sg. ft. ‘ :

All of the pfoposed lots exceed the minimum lot area and lot width
-requirements, and have been configured so that single-family
residences may be constructed in full accordance with the other



stated area and bulk requirements.
DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT

The applicant's overall development objective is to create a
medium-density subdivision for single-family homes in a manner that
respects the site's natural features and is compatible with the
established use of neighboring properties. The proposed lots,
which generally range in area from 1.0 to 5% acres (average 1.725
acres) are located to provide ample building sites with
considerable opportunity for varied residential placements and
settings, ranging from open to wooded, from relatively flat to
gently sloping. As noted, many of the lots are distinguished by
the remains of stone walls and fences. Several of the lots will
border existing drainage courses, and NYSDEC protected wetlands.

The proposed street system provides for a curvilinear pattern
designed to the site's topography and for maintenance of the
natural drainage system. Primary access to the site is proposed
from New York State Route 207 at a point some 3000 feet west of
Beattie Road, with a second entrance approximately 1900 feet west
of that.

SUBDIVISION PLAN

The subdivision plan, as illustrated by the attached sketch plan,
consists of 37 building lots for the development of single-family
detached residences served by 4100 feet of internal subdivision
roadway. All roadway will be constructed in full accordance with
Town specifications and will be proposed for dedication to the Town
of New Windsor upon completion. Each building lot will be served
by individual on-site water supply and sewage disposal facilities.

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

" The potential impact of the proposed Heritage Park subdivision on a
variety of environmental and community factors has been analyzed
and is presented below. A complete Environmental Assessment Form
(Parts 1 and 2) providing various site-specific data is attached.

Ground and Water Resources.

1. Flood Hazard. No portipn of the'proposed subdivision is
located within either the 100-year or 500-year flood boundary of



any stream.

2. Freshwater Wetlands. There are designated wetlands located
on the site pursuant to Article 24 of the Environmental
Conservation Law. The final Right of Ways and lot plan are
subject to NYSDEC inspection for final wetland location, protection
and crossing approvals.

3. Streams. The minor watercourses located on the site are
not protected streams pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 855. The Orange
County Health Department provides that no sewage disposal system
may be situated within 100 feet of these watercoures.

4., Water Supply. The proposed subdivision is not located
within a municipal water district nor is the site served by any
municipal or private water company. Further, it is not feasible
that municipal water be extended to the site. Therefor, the
applicant proposes to obtain domestic water supply from individual
wells to be drilled on each lot.

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation and the
Orange County Health Department have jurisdiction over water supply
under Article 17, Title 15, of the Environmental Conservation Law,
6 NYCRR Part 653, and Article II, Title 2, of the Public Health
Law. These agencies have further established conservative
estimates and requirements for the gquantity and quality of water
supply for single-family detached residences. The hydraulic
loading tables which they employ estimate that a 3-bedroom
residence will use 400 gallons per day (gpd) of water. These
estimates do not provide any credit for the presence of
water-saving devices in newly-constructed homes, as required by
Section 15-0315 of the Environmental Conservation Law, which
devices typically reduce water consumption by 20 to 25 percent.
Accordingly, the typical use of a newly-constructed 3-bedroom '
residence lies in the range of 300 to 320 gpd. Depending upon the
methodology used, anticipated total water consumption for 37
3-bedroom residences would be in the range of 11,100 to 11,840 gpd.

The State of New York Water Reservoir Commission Report
"Groundwater Basic Data - Orange & Ulster Counties" was used to
estimate the anticipated well data. From this study of existing
wells in the vicinity of the proposed subdivision, the average 6"
diameter drilled well is between 120 and 266 feet deep with a yield
of between 4 and 20 gallons per minute (gpm), and an average yield
of approximately 10 gpm. The deplth of casing ranged from 50 to 92
feet.

ItAis,Atherefore, anticipated tﬁat individual wells drilled on each
of the proposed lots in the Heritage Park Subdivision will produce



the recommended 5 gpm for single-family homes at an affordable
drilling cost. The water quality of each individual well must be
tested by the County Health Department prior to the issuance of a
permit.

5. Sewage Disposal. The proposed subdivision is neither located
within a municipal sewer district nor serviced by a municipal or
private sewage treatment plant. Accordingly, the applicant
proposes that individual. on-site sewage disposal systems be
utilized on each lot, which systems will consist of individual
septic tanks and absorption fields.

Such individual on-site systems fall within jurisdiction of the New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation and the Orange
County Health Department. Written approval of such agencies is
required prior to the filing of the subdivision plat in the Office
of the Orange County Clerk ‘

6. Traffic Generation. Standards which have been developed by
the Institute on Transportation Engineers (ITE) have been reviewed
to assess the prospective traffic generation from the proposed
Heritage Park Subdivision. ITE Land Use Code 210 establishes the
following average trip generation rates for single-family detached
residential units which are not served by public transportation
systems: 10.0 vehicle trips per dwelling unit per day during
weekdays; 10.1 vehicle trips per dwelling unit per day on
Saturdays; and 8.7 vehicle trips per dwelling unit per day on
Sundays. By clarification, each "vehicle trip" is a one-way
movement and includes trips by residents, as well as service and
visitor vehicles. The ITE standards also provide an estimate of
peak hour traffic, which typically occurs along Route 207 between
7:30 and 8:30 a.m. and between 4:30 and 5:30 p.m.:

A.M. peak hour Enteér .21 per unit x 30
Exit .55 per unit x 30

6.3 vehicle trips
16.5 vehicle trips

18.9 vehicle trips

P.M. peak hour Enter .63 per unit x 30
. 11.1 vehicle trips

Exit .37 per unit x 30

The peak hour traffic generation must be accommodated by the
existing highway network once it departs the proposed subdivision
site. 1In comparison to the existing background traffic (e.g. P.M.
peak hour traffic on Route 207 in the vicinity of the site) the
additional traffic generated by the Heritage Park is anticipated to
be minimal. Peak hours traffic data from the NYSDOT has not been
received at this time.

7. Access to Existing Highways. Heritage Park Site has 2380 feet
of direct access frontage on New York State Route 207, which is a

————— W -



State Highway linking the subdivision site to Newburgh to the east
and to the Village of Goshen to the west. Two primary access's to
the Heritage Park subdivision are proposed from NYS 207, at a point
3000 feet west of Beattie Road, and a second entrance 1900 feet
west of that as earlier discussed. Sight distance at the proposed
intersections are good to both the east and west, with problems not
foreseen in obtaining the necessary access permit from the New York
State Department of Transportation. A preliminary discussion of
this requirement has been held a representative of the with the
Orange County NYSDOT Newburgh residency at the site 27 October
1987.

REQUESTED WAIVERS AND MODIFICATIONS OF SUBDIVISION REQUIREMENTS

The applicant requésts that the following improvements enumerated
in the noted Sections of the Town®s Land Subdivision Regulations be
waived for the proposed Heritage Park subdivision of some 63.8
acres.

1. None requested.

It is anticipated that the proposed roadway may cross within-a
‘'wetland buffer zone.. The applicant will be requested of the NYSDEC
that this be allowed.

In making this request, the applicant notes the particular
circumstances of this proposed subdivision, including but not
limited to, the following:

1. The roadway is designed to be coordinated within the
rural, open character of the development site;

2. The allowance by the applicant of an additional amount of
wetland area on another portion of the site equal in area to that
affected by the roadway connection.

3. The use of individual on-site water supply and sewage
facilities on each lot in accordance with the requirements of the
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation and the
Orange County Health Departmeéent outside of the wetlands boundaries
and buffer zones.




4. The fact that the interior subd1v1510n W111 carry light

,traffxc volumes.

~ ATTACHMENTS

"Environmental Assessment Form (Parts 1 and 2)
Sketch Plan



NYSDEC EAF Parts 1 & 2




o . PART 1—PROJECT INFORMATION

Prepared by Project Sponsor
NOHICEH. This document is designed to assst i determmiming whether the action proposed may have a significant off,
on the eovitonment Plegse complete the entie tomm, Patts A through L. Answers to these guestions will be consider

as part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and pablic revie w. Pravide any additios '
information you behieve will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not invol

new studics, research or investigation. If inforination requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and speci
each instance.

NAME OF ACTION -
HERITAGE PARK SUBDIVISION

LOCATION OF ACTION (include Streot Address, Municipality and County)

3.8 ACRE PARCEL ON RT. 207, SEC. 51, BLK 1, LOT 84.2 in the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR . BUSINESS TELEPHONE

RIVER STREET ASSOCIATES ) (914, 561-7001

ADDRESS

. 12 FRONT STREET, NEWBURGH, N.Y.

« CITY/PO STATE 2IP CODE

= NEWBURGH N.Y. [12550

7.: NAME OF OWNER (If ditfcrent; BUSINESS TELEPHONE

_"_ JOHMN & JACOBA LEYENS { )

-3 ADDRESS

ks ROUTE 207 '

i CITYIPO - STATE P E
ROCK TAVERN - NY. ﬁ'zf?g
DESCRIPTION OF ACTION

SUBDIVISION OF 63.8 ACRE PARCEL INTO A SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPNENT of 37
SINGLE FAMILY LOTS.

A Please Complete Each Question—Indicate N.A. if not applicable

= A. Site Description

by Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.

) 1. Present landuse:  OUrban  DOindustrial  DCommercial  DResidential (suburban DRural (non-far

) WForest BAgriculture DOther i b. .t{{

2. Total acreage of project area: - - 63.8 acres. TN TOV‘ ( DW

T APPROXIMATE ACREAGE - PRESENTI.Y }P‘Y/?OMPLEUON

3 Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) ‘4 acres ; 4 acres

Forested ' ;4 acres 'T 4 . __ acres

.'. Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland. pasture, etc.) .. 42.8 ___ acres 0 ____ acrcd)

Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) ;10 i acres’ | 10 5“?4»“5%5 )

= Water Surface Area | acres ! acres

; Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) ‘ L acres 0 / acres

: Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces 1 // acres "‘_10 Jj acres
' } _ acres i acres

Ref 0""353:“’.‘5‘"}&53:'30“ Lpets) on project site? NaD,MdB, Rsa\ang.aﬂva MdC, Ca e :

a. Soil dramagc. &dwell drained __70 % of site . EModcrately well drained 20
BPoorly drained _1U___ 10 % of site (wetland)

b. M any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 40ftheN -
Land Classification System? _________ acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370).

* of site

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? , Oves - ﬁNo
a What is depth to budrock? reater than 5 ~ fin feet)

g -
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Appronsmate percentage ot proposed progect site waith slopes wll e, 90 . 101902 .]O e
F3E9%a o preater . LN

0. le project substantially contiguous o, or comtain butbding:, site, o distrct, bsted on the State or the Natiosad
Registers of Histone Places? b IYe .‘ﬁ-.\-u
7. s project substantiadly contizuous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landimarks? 1 IYes LINo
*| [}
8. What is the depth of the water table? — lin feet) Greater than 5 (70%
9. |s site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? Oves §No
10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project arca? OvYes CINo
11. Does project site contain any species-of plant or animal life that is identificd as threatened or endangercd?
OYes o {According to :
identify each species\\xw' -
12. Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations)
Oves “$No  Describe C
13. Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation arca?
OYes SNo If yes, explain
14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community?
Oves ©No I
15. Streams within or contiguous to project area:(;’ NO
a. Name of Stream and name of Rivekty/hich it is tributary
16. Lake., ponds, s.etland areas within or contiguous to project area: +
> & Neme Wetlands b. Size (in.acres) _10_3Cres =
17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? =~ HlYes [INo ®lactvic
a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? AYes ONo
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? OYes ONo
18. Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law, Arsticle 25-AA
Section 303 and 3047 OvYes BENo
19. 1s the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8
of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 6177  OvYes D¥No
20

. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes?

OvYes ONo

B. Project Description

1.

Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate)
a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor ___63.8
b. Project acreage to be developed: 83.8 _ acres initially;
c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped 12 acres. WELAVDS
“d. Length of project, in miles: N/A (If appropriate)
e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed N/A
f

acres.

acres ultimately.
L ]

%.

. Number of off-street parking spaces existing TR ; proposed _— .
g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour {u completion qf ject)?
h. if residential: Number and type of housing uﬁ pegg"hourp Rﬁ? '&TE W'ﬁm{mmk

: One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium
Initially 37
Ultimately 3/
i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure ._32_ height, _15_____ width; 65

fength. Reag' .

o ) 2384 ntia
j. Lincar foct of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy 18?7 £ &t a]onngt.. 07

4100 LF*in proposed su r&ga on
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. How many acres of vepetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? 10+

Howe s b pataad atenal v

roch, canty et ) waill he emoved foom the spe? O tonscubic yards

Will distierhed areas bee reclasined? Py L INGO IRIXTE
a. M oyes, for what itend  putpose as the site bemg rechaimed? . e
b. \Nlll‘lupuuil be stockprled tor redamation? vas ' L INo .
c. Will upper subsoil be stackpiled for sedlamation? tAYes LLiINo

pa—— N

Wwill any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project?
BYes fNo

6. If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction Li?a_rs_ months, (including demolition)
. if multi-phased: N/A

a. Total number of phases anticipated

{number).
b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 month year, (including demolition).
¢. Approximate completion date of final phase .m'o'nth - _Yyear.
. d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? OYes ONo
: 8. Will blasting occur during construction? DyYes tdNo
l 9. Number of jobs generated: during construction 50 ; after project is complete 0
10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project R
. 11. Will project requite relocation of any projects or facilities? OvYes ENo If yes, explain
12. s surface liquid waste disposal involved? OYes #No
a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sev-age, industrial, etc.) and amount
b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged
“ ' 13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? BYes DONo - —-Type_ Residential-subsurface
: 14. will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposél? (-925 dB gharge
Explain _ o el
15. 1Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? DOYes ¥No
*~ 16. Will the project generate solid waste? BYes DONo
a. If yes, what is the amount per month 5 _ _tons .
b. If yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? @Yes DNo
c. If yes, gi‘ve name _Orange County Landfill ; location
d. Will any wastes not go into a senage disposal system or mto 2 sanitary landfill? OvYes ONo
e. If Yes, explain
¥ REF "SALVATO"
SEE #16 17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DvYes DONo
a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month.
b. 1f yes, what is the anticipated site life? years. .
18. Will project use herbicides or pesticides? OYes (BNo
19. Will project routinely produce odors {more than one hour per day)? OYes ¥No
' ' 20 will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? DOvYes BNo
21. Will project result in an increase in energy use? Xves ONo
if yos , indicate typels) 0il, Electric or Propane for heating & Cooklng
* 22 1f water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity -5 gallonsfminute /unit
23. Total anticipated water usage per day _heuo gallons/day.
24

Docs project involve Local, State or Federal funding? DYes ﬂNo
if Yes, explain
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25, Approsals Requaed: Subunitial
Type Date
City, Town, Vilage Board 1Ives Do r e e e U
City, Town, Village I'l.mnnu;.liu.ml ){\o 1 INo _5‘." el i __Il-oy_-_._ez___
City, Town Zoning, Board PiYes LINo o
City, County Health Departiment {JYes 1INo _ Water & Septic
Other Local Agencics Oyes CNo
Other Regional Agencies OYes 0ONo. :
State Agencies Dvyes [ONo _NYSDEC & Wetlands
Federal Agencies DOYes ONo
NYSDOT yes No Road Access Permit

C. Zoning and Planning Information .
1. Does proposed action involve a or zoning decision? WiYes ONo
If Yes, indicate decision required:
Dzoning amendment Dzoning variance Dspecial use permit Bsubdivision
DOnew/revision of master plan DOresource management plan Oother
2. What is the zoning classification(s)of the site? R3

DOsite plan

3. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?
63 units single family

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? R3. (WO cHange )

5. What is the maximum potential deveiopment of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning?
63 units (no _eravgE) '

6. Is the ﬁrobosed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? RBYes ONo

7. What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a2 % mile radius of proposed action? )
Residential

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a % mile? EYes ONo

9. If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? 37 i

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? _1 ACRE

10. Will proposed action require any authorization{s) for the formation of sewer or water districts?

DOvYes ENo
11.

Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police,
fire protection)? Pves [ONo -

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand?  BYes DONo
Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? DYes BNo
a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? DOvYes

12.

DNo

*

D. Informational Details

Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse
impacts associated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or
avoid them.See information material “Application for Sketch Plan Approval® submi tted

.., with sketch plan.

E. Verification

I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.
App‘icanusponsof Name _ ﬁ'l;ver S_t_reet ASSOCiateS
Signature - 3

if the aclio\n E

in the Coastal Arca, Ld youL—rc » state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding
with this asscssment.

30 October 19&7

Date
Yitle (Coniras
Al ‘

5

-
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General Information (Read Carefully)

® In completing the form the revicwes should be pmided by the question. Have my sesponses and determnmations b
reasonable? The reviewer 1 nol expected 1o be an expert envaonmental analyst.

® Identifying that an impact will be potentially barge (column 2) docs not mean that it is also necessanly significant.
Any large impact must be evaluated m PART 3 to determine significance. Identifying an impact in column 2 simply
asks that it be looked at further.

e The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possnblc the threshold o
magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State anc
for most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropriat
for a Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3.

e The impacts of each project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative anc
have been offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question

¢ The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each question.

& |n identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumlative effects.

Instructions (Read carefully)
a. Answer each of the 19 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will ba any impact.
b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers.

c. If answering Yes to a question then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potential size of th
impact. If impact thresho!d equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. If impact will occur but threshol
is lower than example, check column 1.

d. If reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3

e. If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change{s) in the project to a small to moderat.

ir.pact, also check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not posuble Thi
must be explained in Part 3. :

P

1 2 3

Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
IMPACT ON LAND “‘;::;2:9 ':—:;ggt P:gijte-g?g;lagze
1. Will the proposed action result in a physical change to the project site? :
. ONO IBYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 :
® Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 H D Oves [Ino -
foot of length), or where the general slopes in tbe progect area exceed
0%, T — —
@:tmwon on land where the depth tq_the water nble s less thak 7 O Oves MnNo
Y —— .
& Construction of paved parkmg area for 1.000 or more ve!ucles L | (m] Oves [MNo
® Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within ] 0O Oves DnNo
3 feet of existing ground surface. -
);,’ Construction that will continue for more tlun 1 year or involve more » O OYes Eno
than one phase or stage. ' ¢
e Excavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1 ooo A O DOves ONo
tons of natural material (i.e., rock or soil) per year. .
® Construction or expansion of 3 sanitary landfill. B | 0O OvYes No
@ Construction in a designated floodway. bl O Oves Ino
e Other impacts N O Oves .No
2. Will'there be an effect te. _.oy unique or unusual land forms found on
the sitel? (i.e, cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etc JINO  [YES :
® Spccific land forms C O DOves TiNo
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IMPACT ON WATER
3. will proposed action affect any water beoxdy designatead as protectede
(Undcer Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Lavironmental Conservation lfv"[(‘t)

BNO /S UOveS -
Examples that would apply to column 2
® Developable area of site contains a protected water body.
e Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of a
protected stream.
¢ Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protecled water body.
‘. * Constryction in a des:gnatcd freshwater or tndal wetland. I

® Other impacts

-~

4. Will proposed action affect any non-protected existing or new body

of water? @NO  DOYES
Examples that would apply to colump 2

® A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water
or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.

o Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area.

e Other impacts: _N/A

5. Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater

quality or quantity? ONO  EBYES .
Examples that would appi _,y to column 2 >
¢ Proposed Action will require a discharge permit. et

¢ Proposed Action requires ‘use of a source of water that does not

have approval to serve proposed (project) action.

¢ Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45
gallons per minute pumping capacity. core-

e Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water
supply system.

¢ Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater.

o Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which presently
do not exist or have inadequate capacity.

¢ Proposed Action would use water ln excess of 20,000 .allons per
day.

* Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into an

existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvious visual
contrast to naturzl conditions.

® Proposed Action will require the storage of petroleum or chemical
products greater than 1,100 gallons.

® Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas without water
and/or sewer services.

® Proposed Action locates commercia! and/or industrial uses which may
require new or expansuon of existing waste treatment andfor storage
facilities.

® Other _impacts- :

.6. Will proposed action alter drainage flow or patterns, or surface
water runoff? . W/WNO DS
Examples that would apply to column 2 :

® Proposed Action would change ﬂood walter llows

@

1 2 -
Smalt 10 | Potential | Can Impact B¢
Modcrate Large Mitigoted By
Impact imipact | Project Changy:
a ] Oves Do
O O Oves DOno
O O Oves Ono
D O Oves DOno
O O Oves DOno _
0 DOves DOno
(| O Oves DOnNo
O ] Oves DOnNo
O O Oves DOnNo
(] O Oves DOno
b O Oyes [nNo
a o Oves DOno
0O 0O . | Oves DOno
O 0O Oves DOno
O 0 Dves DOno
0 O Oves Ono
0 D Oves Do
] 0 OvYes Bno
D 0O Oves Ono.
D O OvYes | Do
0 O Dves DNo-
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Smatl to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
impact impact | Project Change
® roposed Action may cause substantial crosion 0 0 Oves DOno
¢ Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage pattemns, (I} 0 Oves [OnNo
e Proposed Action will allow development in a designated floodway. O O Oves .OnNo !
e Other impacts: ] O Oves ONo |
) ]
IMPACT ON AIR
7. Will proposed action affect air quality? BNO  DYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 :
¢ Proposed Action wcll induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given O D DOyYes DOnNo
hour.
s Proposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of O O Oves 0OnNo
refuse per hour. .
o Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 Ibs. per hour or a 0O O Oyves DOnNo
heat source producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour.
* Proposed action will allow an increase in the amount of land committed O O Oves DOno
to industrial use.
® Proposed action will allow an increase in the density of industrial O 0 ‘OYes Do
development within existing industrial areas. .
® Other impacts: — ‘0O O Oves [Ino
L IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS o ’ ’
8. Will Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered
species? @NO OvES
Examples that would apply to column 2
® Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federa! O O Oves Cino
list, using the site, over or near site or found on the site. .
¢ Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat. a O Oves DOno
¢ Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other O O DOves OwNo
than for agricultural purposes.
® Other impacts: — - O O Oves DOwno
9. Will Proposed Action substantially affect non-threatened ot
non-endangered species? BNO DVYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
- Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or O DOyes DnNo
migratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species.
® Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres O O Oves DOnNo
of mature forest (over 100 years of age) or other Jocally imponam
vegetation.
IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES
10. Will the Proposed Action affect agricultural land resources?
_ INO  BYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
e The proposcd action would sever, ctoss or limit access to agricultural O O Oves Dwno
fand (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vincyard, orchard, etc )
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1 2 3
Smali to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Modcrate | Large Mitigated By
lmpact impact | Project Change

e Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of O 0 Oves Ono
agricultural land.

® The proposcd action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres a O Oves WBNo
of agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultutal District, more
than 2.5 acres of agricultural land.

® The proposed action would disrupt or prevent installation of agricultural 0O 0O Oves OnNo
land management systems {e.g., subsurface drain lines, outlet ditches,
strip cropping); or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a farm
field to drain poorly due to increased runoff)

® Other impacts: . O 0O Oves DOno

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESQURCES
11. Will proposed action affect aesthetic resources? ENO  DYES
(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.21,
Appendix B.)
Examples that would apply to column 2

® Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different from O O Oves DOnNo
or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether R
man-made or natural. : .

» Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of D 0. Oves OnNo
aesthetic resources which will eliminate or significantly reduce their < ’ ‘
enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource. | . . - .

® Project components that will result in the elimination or significant O O OvYes DOnNo
screening of scenic views known to be important to the area. .

® Other impacts: __N/A O 0 Oves Dno
IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
32. Will Proposed Action impact sny site or structure of historic, pre-
historic or paleontological importance? #AMNO  DVYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
e Proposed Action occurring wholly or partiafly within or substantially O D DOves DnNo
contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State or Nationa! Register
of historic places. .
® Any impact to an archaeological site or fossil bed located within the 0O O Oves OwNo
project site.
® Proposed Action will occur in an area designated as sensitive for 0 1] Dyes DOwno
archaeological! sites on the NYS Site Inventory.
® Other impacts: O 0 Oves DOno
MMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION
13. Will Proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of existing or
future open spaces or recreationa! opportunities?
Examplcs that would apply to column 2 N0 DYES
® The permanent foreclosure of 8 future recreational opportunity. (] [m] Oves DOwno
® A major reduction of an open space important to the community. O ) Ovyes DOwno
e Othcr impacts : O ) Oves Dno

TS P S m——



IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION

14. Will there be an effect ta existing transpurtation systems/
|WNO  LIVES
Examples that would apply to column 2 )
e Alteration of preseat patterns of movement of people andjor g{xods,
® Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems.
e Other impacts:

IMPACT ON ENERGY

15. Will proposed action affect the community’s sources of fuel or
energy supply? @NO  OvES
Examples that would apply to column 2 v,

® Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the use of
any form of energy in the municipality.

* Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an energy
transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two family
residences or to serve a major commercial or industrial use.

e Other impacts:

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS
16. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result
of the Proposed Action? BNO  DIYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

e Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive
facility.

¢ Odors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day).

® Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the Jocal
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures.

® Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a
noise screen.

e Other Impacts:

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

17. Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety?

BNO  Oves
Examples that would apply to column 2

® Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of hazardous
substances (i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, etc )in the event of
accident or upset conditions, or there may be a chronic low level
discharge or emission.

o Proposed Action may result in the burial of “hazardous wastes” in any
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, Writating,
infectious, etc.) -

o Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquified natural
g2s or other flammable liquids.

® Proposed action may result in the excavation or other disturbance
within 2,000 fect of a site used for the disposa! of solid or hazardous
waste.

® Other impacts

10

1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can Iimpact B
Modcrate Large Mitigated By

impact Impact | Project Chang

O O DOves  One

O D Oves [UnNc

O 0. Oves DOnc

O D Oves DO

D O Oves OnN¢

O a DOvyes DO

U D DYCS DN(

O O DOves ON.

D D DY&S DNI
O 0 Oves Dn
O O DOvyes [OnN
O O Oves DN
O 0 DOvYes DN
D D Dves D~
0 (] Oves OnN
D O Dves Dn
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IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHHANRACTER smatt 1o | Pote -t
otc -tiat | Can Impact
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD Modcrate La-~ul:a Mitiga?:d B[;c
W Will proposed action affect the character of the existing « onununity? Impact .
FING - 14VES p im; ¢t | Project Change
Examples that would apply to column 2
* The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the O O Oves DOwno
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.
¢ The municipa! budget for capital expenditures or operating services ] O Dvyes Dno
will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project. )
o Proposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals. 0O O Oves OnNo
¢ Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. 0O D Oves ONo
e Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures 0 (] Oves ONo
or areas of historic importance to the community. ..
o Development will crezte a demand for additional community services | O Dves ®No
(e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) .
® Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects. a O Oves {JNo
* Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. 0O a Oves [ONo
® Other impacts: O -0 Oves DOno
* 19. Is there, or is there likely to be, public controversy related to NA .

potential adverse environmental impacts?

-

onNo

OvYES

i

"< WAy Action I Pait 27Ts Ideritifiea as a Potential Large Impact or
it You Cannot Determine the Magnitude of Impact, Proceed to Part 3

Part 3—EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS
Responsibility of Lead Agency
Part 3 must be prepared if one or more impact(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact(s) may be

mitigated.
Instructions T .

Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2:

1. Briefly describe the impact.

2. Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by project change(s)
3. Based on the information available, decide if it is reasonable to conclude that this impact is important.

To answer the question of importance, consider:
¢ The probability of the impact occurring
¢ The duration of the impact

® Its irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of valuc

e Whether the impact can or will be controlled
® The regional consequence of the impact
* Ity potential divergence from local needs and goals

® Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact.

{(Continue on attachments)

n
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Appendux B . :
State Environmental Quality Review

Visual EAF Addendum

This form snay be uscd to provide additional information relating to Question 11 of Part 2 of
the Full EAF.

(To be completed by Lead Agency)

. , Distance Between
Vistbility Project and Resource (in Miles)
1. Would the project be visible from: 0% W% %3 35 5+

o A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available . [0 D O (] O
to the public for the use, enjoyment and appreciation
of natural or man- -made scenic qualities?

L]

e An overlook or parcel of land dedicated to public O 0O O

observation, enjoyment and appreciation of natural
. or man-made scenic qualitiés?

0
a

e A site or structure listed on the National or State O O O O O
Registers of Historic Places? )

e State Parks? O O 0 a O

e The State Forest Preserve? a ] 0 0 o

 Nationa! Wildlife Refuges end state game refuges? O 0O 0 O D

. National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding 0O O O 0O ‘O
natural festures? o

e Natlonal Park Service lands? O O 0O ] O

e Rivers desxgnated as Nationa! or State Wild, Scenic O 0 O 0O u]

* or Recreational?

¢ Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such O (] O O O
as part of the Interstate System, or Amtrak? )

¢ A governmentally established or designatedinterstate O 0O [ O O
or inter-county foot trall, or one formally proposed for
establishment or designation?

* A site, are, lake, reservoir“or-highway designated as 0 O D O O
scenic? )

* Municipa! park, or des!gnated open space? O O {m] O 0

e County road? O O 0 O O

o State? | O 0O 0 O 0O

¢ Loca! road? a O a O O

2. Is the visibility of the pro]ect sessonal? (i.e., screened by summer follage, but visible during othet
sessons)

DOYes OnNo

3. Are any of the resources checked In question 1 used by the public during the time ol year
duting which the project will be visible?

OvYes DOnNo




_ STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
112 DICKSON STREET '

NEWBURGH, NY 12755@

Albert E. Dicksor Frarklin €. #White

Regicral Director ) . Coamissiorer

Novewnber &, 1387

Towr: of Néw Windsecr
Flarming Board

HES Urniior frverae

tew Wirndsor, NY 1250@

RE: Heritage FParh
Route 2@7

We tave reviewed this mwmatter amt please find our comnernts

‘checked belows

X_ A Highway Work Permit w2ll be required
X_ HNo obaectiorn
Need additionad in%ormatian __ Traffic Stuoy
_ Dfainage Study
X_ To be reviewed by Regiornal Orfice
Dees vt affect K. Y. Staté ﬁept. of Transpertat ior

RDDITIONAL COMMENTS: Flarns are irn the Poughkeeosie

. Regioral Office for theiv review ard commerits.

Yery truly yruars,

“iliia&jgf::;

C.E. I Fermits.
Or-aripe Courty

WE Fds

)

[PV _vopresy ot




COUNTY OF ORANGE /Department of Public Works

LOUIS HEIMBACH, COUNTY EXECUTIVE ROUTE 17-M  P.O. BOX 509
‘ GOSHEN, NEW YORK 10924
TEL: Office 294-7951 - Garage 294-31 15

LOUIS J. CASCINO, P.E.
Commissioner

November 9, 1987

Mr. Henry Schieble, Chairman -
Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12550

‘Re: Heritage Park Subdivision
Catanfaro

Dear Mr. Schieble:

With reference to the above mentioned subdivison, we have
reviewed the sketch and inasmuch as it does not effect the County
Road System, we have no comment. However, we will retain the maps
for future reference.

\'[ truly yours,

Robert W. Gilson
Division of Engineering

RWG/1j1
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WIILDING INSPECTOR, P.B. ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR

e N . ’

WATER, SEWER, WHIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: - b. P. W
The maps and plans for the Site :\\_:px:ovai

Subdivision as submitted by

lﬂc(sc‘\ sea®t/ O 4S5e< . for the building or subdivision of
Ay -
N/\\T‘c— \,‘ ; ol has been

reviewed by me and is approved L—
d-idapprovid T o e — T

. Wlﬁson .
e

R ;-a v O e vv;%?;, K‘\‘\—EQJS (}

¥ Q€ N _

D.0O.T. O0.C.H.

0.C.pr.

#HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT

Eb SUPERINTENDENT

SANITARY SUPERIHTENDENT

DATC

~ezt.. -
HRAvE -
- e v

oo PRI O PSR Sl AL
-T"“v

20 o S—
e f 4  eee e
—— O e s W = > o
'
Dn
=%
0

-
. .-
. .

.-
.

(R0

13

e

el ¥
oy

- -
[

o mams e

ot 74




WJILDING INSPECTOR, P.B. ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T
ST e ik - ’ . . .
WATER, “WEIMBWE  1HIGHWAY  REVIEW FORM:

- rewme @
.

R

O.C.H. 0.C.p.

PER et

D. P. w.

@ e e -
A .

,W R

The maps»izs/éians for the Sitec Approval
: as submitted by

o

-§'.§J;:‘")-' FORRY ‘.v..‘_'{’.;'-

for the building or subdivision of

has been

O ,
»reviewed b&C&a ani//p/app§9ved L,
d:.saPProved : T S e LIIDD T

1f disapproved, please list reason.

EE—““}"%T g%ﬁ o s ond

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT f
3
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BUILDING INSPECTOR, P.B. ENGINEER,
WATER™® SEWER, HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: -

The maps and plans for the Site Approval
Subdivision as submitted by

\525k1, for the building or subdivision of

has been

reviewed by me and is approved

disapproved éﬂa‘ .

'If disapproved, please list reason.

PEPIE

e - HIGHWAY S%RINTENDENT

WATER SUPERINTENDENT

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT

Dz

" DATE
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BUILDING INSPECTOR, P.B. ENGINEER,
WATER ™ SEWER, . HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: -

The maps andptiﬂg/fbr the Site Approval
Subdivision as submitted by

SSE'KQME- .L . g‘;!‘l"/ for the building or subdivision of

EGA‘IHQY-Q L:ngh s %ub‘ A‘\C)\S(Ol) has been

reviewed by me and is approved
disapproved

"If disapproved, please list reason.

Qe%m\w/ v?emo\lg oMs Qo\/ each hot.

————

- HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT

e bau
R

b
el
)

B St IR

' WATER SUPERINTENDENT

AT RIP

DATE
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BUILDING INSPECTOR, P.B. ENGINEER,
“WATER® SEWER, HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: *

The maps and plans for- the Site Approval
Subdivision as submitted by

\&ugsc’\_ Casg — for the building or subdivision of
3%“({‘\ T‘-\-Rg. e has been
A) r

reviewed by me and is approved ,

disapproved . .

 f}(°*‘ e ,‘*Jékiy §Q:SXT(EE%T‘ _ '4ﬂ::r~ Lxui*ﬁtv’; 5

c\:’(‘ c,\,a\\c\\z. -

- HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT

= DD

WATER SUPERINTENDENT

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT

DATE



TO&’N OF NEW WII&)SOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

BUREAU OF FIRE PRFEVENTION

SITE PLAN APPROVAL

HERITAGE

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 2] apriji 19 g7 .

u/ime site plan or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire
Prevention.

The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire
Prevention for the following reason(s).

This site plan is aporoved, however, please verify that road width

is according to Town Code.

SIGNED;
CHAIRMAN
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Plandinq Board (This is a two-sided form)

Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12550

Date Received
Meeting Date
Public Hearing
Action Date
Fees Paid

i
APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, LOT-LINE CHANGE
OR SUBDIVISION PLAN APPROVAL

1. Name of Project  HERITAGE PARK SUBDIVISION '

2. Name of applicant RIVER STREET ASSOCIATES Phone_ 561-7001
Address_12 FRONT STREET. NEWBURGH, N.Y_ 12550

{Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)

. 3. owner of Record JOHN & JACOBA LEYENY

address ROUTE 207, ROCK TAVERN, N.Y. 12575
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) {State) (Zip)

Phone

4., Person Preparing Plan KARTIGANER ASSOCIATES Phone 562-4391

address 555 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE, NEW WINDSOR, N.Y. 12550
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (state) (Zip)

St K ks

» YRl

R

5. Attorney__ GARY SOBO Phone_343-0466

é : Address N.Y. 10940

2 (Street Wo. & Wame) (Posg’office) (State) (zZip}
;| 6. Location: On the SOUTH side of _ ROUTE 207

' ' ’ (Street)

- 3,000 feet MWEST :

L I (Direction)

5 of BEATTIE ROAD :

8 (Street)

§ 7. Acreage of Parcel 63.8 ’ 8. Zoning District R3

A

3 9. Tax Map Designation: Section 51 Block_ 1 Lot _84.2

it

10. This application is for _SUBDIVISION OF PARCEL INTO 37 SINGLE FAMILY

iy

RESIDENTIAL LOTS WITHOUT CENTRAL WATER & SEWER.

1l. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a
special permit concerning this property? NO

PP LR SR TP 1 VRN SN L
L

© e,

R T L
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1f so, list Case No. and Name N/A

12. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership
Section N/A Block Lot(s)

Attached hereto is an affidavit of ownership indicating the dates
the respective holdings of land were acquired, together with the
liber and page of each conveyance into the present owner as
recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract
ovner of the property and the date the contract of sale was
exz2cuted.

IN° THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning
mcre than five percent {5%) of any class of stock must be
att-ached.

OVHIER'S ENDORSEMENT
(Completion required ONLY if applicable)

COUNTY OF ORANGE

SS.:
STATE OF NEW YORK

being culy sworn, deposes and says

that he resides at
in the County of ) and State of
and that he is (the owner in fee) of

(Official Title)
of the Corporatxon which is the Owner in fee .of the premises
described in the foregoxng applxcatxon and that he has authoriz-d
to make the foregoing

application for Special Use Approval as described herein.

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND
INFORMATION, AND.ALL STATEMENTS _AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE
SUPPORTING QOCUHBNTS AND DRAWINGS BTTACHED BERBTO lRB TROB.

Sworn before me this a 7zxn
wner 8 s:qﬁatute)

L aay of/M oo e

AEplicant 8 Bngatnte)

d Z///dté’é@({»@/ At /0 "¢ emaeat .

Notary mRlic (Title)
fasilrsece £ 4;;4~/
Czﬁzﬁﬂ24¢aéA //éz?/%’i’ REV., 3-87
1“/1’-— )L/ML41—J

#<oBA LEYENS



PROXY STATEMENT

........................ L__---_, deposes and says that he
resides at ROUTE 207, ROCK TAVERN, N.Y. 12675 ‘
{Owner's Address)

in the County of ORANGE

and State of ___  NFW YORK _ ___ _— — e
and that he is the owner in fee of _ THE 63.8 ACRE PARCEL,

SECTION 51, BLOCK 1, LOT 84.2

which is the premises described in the foregoihg application and

that he has authorized _ RIVER STREET ASSOCIATES, INC.

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

Date:% %' /;Zg’z.*.__

(Witness' Signatu
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Planning Board . (This is a two-sided form)
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12550

9.

10.

11.

Date Received
Meeting Date
Public Hearing
Action Date -
Fees Paid

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, LOT-LINE CHANGE
OR SUBDIVISION PLAN APPROVAL

Name of Project fkuﬂjtngpa (o K
Name of applicantRiver STreel SO0 . Phond}l4-5(,1 - 700/

address N . N N 159:7

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (Sstate) (zip)
Owner of Record To D Foparrsdad Phone
Address

(Street No., & Name) (Post Office) (State) (2Zip)

Person Preparing PlanJErQWe (_,.—Qyuz; Phone :LQ&{-{Q[%V

nadress 0.0. POX_ 738 Goshen Ny 0904

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (state) (zip)

Attorney Phone

Address

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)

Location: On the B]“t 20 2 side of

feet

of__ Nexd woindoor, ny
(Street)

(Street)

(Direction)

Acreage of Parcel ) Qe 8. Zoning District

Tax Map Designation: Section 5| Block | Lot 84’

This application is for CiJkainﬁl£DZl

Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a
special permit concerning this property? No



file:///kr/-/CXCfe

If so, list Case No. and Name

'12. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership Wa
Section e Block s Lot(s)

Attached hereto is an affidaVLt of ownershxp lndlcatlng the dates
the respective ‘holdings of land were acquired, together w1th the
liber.and page of -each conveyance -into the present owner as -
recorded in the -Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract
owner of the property and ‘the date the contract of sale was
executed.

IN THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of 'all
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning
more than five percent (5%) of any class of stock must be
attached.

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT )
(Completion required ONLY if appllcable)

COUNTY OF ORANGE

) ) SS.:
STATE OF NEW YORK

being dhly'sworn,,deposes and says

that he resides at ,
in the County of - and State of
and that he is (the owner in fee) of

(0ff1c1a1 Title)
of the Corporatlon which is the Owner in fee of the premises
described in-the foregoing application and that he has authorized
to make the foregoing
application for Spe01a1 Use Approval as described hereln.

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HERETO ARE TRUE.

Sworn before me this

(Owner's Signature)

day of ' 198 , : o
, ' (Applicant's Signature)-

Notary Public ’ (Title)

' REV. 3-87
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Replaces 14163 SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
' Appendix B Part 617

Project Title: Her Qe ParK .
Location: T ZOW s e UO‘md;@f

. 1 D Number:

INSTRUCTIONS:

{a) In order to answer the questions in thns short EAF it is assumed that the preparer will use currently avallable
information concerning the project and the likely impacts of the action. It is not expected that additional

~ studies, research or other investigations will be undertaken. _
(b)) If any question has been answered Yes, the project may have a significant effect and the full Environmental
- Assessment Form is necessary. Maybe or Unknown answers should be considered as Yes answers.

( ¢) If all questions have been answered No it is likely that this project will not have a significant effect.

(d) If additional space is needed to answer the questions, please use the back of the sheet or provide at-
tachments as required. -

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

-l
.

Wil project result ina latdo physical change to the project site or physically alter more than 10
acres of land? .

Will there bs a major change to any unique or unusual land form found on the slte?-
Will project aiter or have a large effect on an existing body of water?
WIll project have an adverse impact on groundwater quality?
Wil project significantly effect drainage flow on adjacent sites?
Will project affect any threatened or ondangerod' plant or animal species?
- Will project result in a major adverse o"ect on air quality?

Wil project have a major ‘effect on the visual character of the community or scenic vlews or vistas
known to be lmponant to the communlty?

9. Will project adversely impact any site or structure of histonc, prehistoric, or paleontofogical im-
portance or any site designated as a Critical Environmental Area by a local agency?

10.'_ Will project have a major adverse effect on existing or tuture recreational opportunities?
11. Wil project resuit in ma]or traffic probloms or cause a major effect to existing transportation
systems?
12. - Is project non-farm related and localod within a certified agricultural district?
13. WIil project regularly cause objoctlonable odors, noiso. glare, vibration, or electrical disturbanca
- as a result of the project's operation?
14. Wil project have any adverse impact on public health or safety?

15.  Will project affect the existing community by directly causing a growth in permanent population
of more than 5 percent over a one-year period or have a major negative effect on the character of
the communlty of neighborhood?

16. ls lheu publoc controvorsy concerning any potential impact of the project?

PNOOrBN
0D OO0 0D DO O OOOROO® §
R XX WX R RARORE0 F

—a

FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

Preparer’s Signaturé'_‘: A S - Date:

Preparer’s Title:

Agency:_

R
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RIVER STREET ASSOCIATES, INC.

12 FRONT ST., NEWBURGH, N.Y. 12550 914/561-7001

1.15.87

Town of New Windsor,

Planning Board

555 Union Ave.

New Windsor, 12550

Att: Chairman of the planning board

RE: Heritage Park Developement, Sec. 51, Block 1,
Lot 84, Route 207, New Windsor N.Y..

Gentleman;

As outlined in 48-19, C, of "zoning chapter 48, from
the code of the town of New Windsor" and following a
telephone conversation with Mr. Mark Edsall of McGoey
& Hauser consulting engineers on 1.13.87, we here by
request a pre-submission conference with the board. As
outlined, the purpose of this conference will be to

discuss the proposed uses of the development in order
to determine which site plan elements will be required.

In general the proposed 63 acre development is located
on the ecast side of Route 207 New Windsor. River Street
Associates is presently entering into contract with

Mr. Leyen for the purchase of this parcel. It is our
intention to subdivide this property into 31 parcels.
These subdivided parcels would then be . developed for
single family homes.

Should you have any further questions, feel free to call
us at 561- 7001.

We anxiously await your response.

Very truly vyours,

Donald P. Klybas
Principal

cc Mr. M. Edsall
Mr. A.G. Volonakis, AIA
Mr. G. Sobo, Esqg.

Y SR

T T



, - STATE OF NEW YORK
-DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
112 DICKSON STREET
NEWBURGH, NY 12550 }
Rlbert E. Dicksorm Frarhilivi €. White
Regicral Director Comissicrer

Novemntver 2, 1387

Tawrs of New Windscor
frarming Boerd

5T Urdore Averue
New Wirdsor, NY 12550

RE: Heritage Fzok
Route 2@&7

. Dear Sir:

We have reviewed this matter ang please finog our coumnernts
checked below:

_X_ A Highway Hark'Permit will be required

i e objectionr

Need addit%ana} irnformmation __ Traffic Study
.. Prainage Study

X_ To be reviewed by Regioral Office

PDoes vt affect H.Y. State Dept. of Tranmsportatiow

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: . Flans are in the fPoughkeepsie
Regiovrial Office for their review ard commernts.

Very truly yours,

Hillia&jzf::;

€C.E. I Permnits
Orarmpe Courty

wE/dr

KARTIGANER
NOVE 16T »

_ Q)_a
*?&;?lléj.

Q]







'WADKMETON

: T SECTION 51
T BLOCK 1

LOT 84.2

65.603 ACRES |

YT !
l}\j\/\\:ﬂ\,IGQ ,. ZONING BULK REQUIREMENTS

ZONING DISTRICT R=3
PROPOSED USE SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
WITHOUT CENTRAL WATER AND SEWER

/

BULK REQUIREMENTS

; REQUIRED PROPOSED
Nao;’go‘%zs_\ v" MINIMUM LOT AREA 431,560 SF 43560 SF
' 79'; - MINIMUM LOT WIDTH 125 LF 128 LP
' REQUIRED FRONT YARD 45 LF 45 LF
REQUIRED SIDE YARD / 20 / 40 LF 20 / 40 LP
BOTH YARDS

REQUIRED REAR YARD 50 LF &0 LF
REQUIRED STREET FRONTAGE 70 LP 70 LF
W { i 4 LOT AREAS ( APROXIMATE ) MAXIMUM BUILDING HIGHT 35 LF 35 LF
- ™, : MINIMUM LIVABLE FLOOR AREA 1,200 SF 1200 SF
\ /o LoT MO. AREA ( SQUARE FEET / ACRES ) DEVELOPMENT COVERAGE 10% 10%
| x a : 15 h0rk s
R ’ 1.0 OT SIZES VARY FROM 1 to 5+ ACRES.
Nes, \ / 3 62,500/1.4 “we s o 2 to .
"0850 . \\ ‘J\J “ 58,125/1.3
5 W \ & 5 48,750/1.1
\\ .!{' ; : 60,625/1.4
& ‘ y N/F 83,750/1.9
55‘5,,\ \ | £ R RAT, 8 52,500/1.2 NOtes
g \ .. s, b4 65,000/1.5 .
P \ 10 176,875/4.1
BN 11 331,875/7.6
) 12 180,000/4.1
13 80,000/1.8
i; 130,000/3.0
210,000/4.8 MOTES
oy s 16 62,500/1.4 e
Sy X 17 57,500/1.3
"t 3‘" 18
O\ R ‘ s 53,750/1.3 1. APPLICANT / SUBDIVIDER : RIVER STREET ASSOCIATES
D5 % 19 57,500/1.3 12 FRONT STREET
Ry 20 51,875/1.2 NEWMBURGH, NEW YORK 12550
21 50,000/1.1 2. RECORD OWNERS t MR, &8 MRS. LEYENS
22 52,500/1.2 ROUTE 207
:: 86,250/2.0 ROCK TAVERN, MEW YORK 12575
, » 146,250/3.3 3. PROPOSED MUMBER OF LOTS : 27 LOTS
e 2 110,000/2.5 4. PROPOSED INDIVIDUAL ON SITE WELL & SEPTIC SYSYEM. SUBJECT
x s 26 $3,128/1.2 TO ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, REVIEW AND APPROVAL.
, Ny $3,100/1.2 S. ROAD ACCESS TO NY STATE ROUTE 207 SUBJECT T0 NY STATE
‘p’ B DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION APPROVAL. PROPOSED LOCATION
1 B BASED UPON SITE MEETING WITH DOT ENGINEER, 10/27/87.
A Ny 6. SURVEY INFORMATION TAKEN FROM DRANING PREPARED FOR RIVER
g S STREET ASSOCIAYES, INC. BY HUDSON BNGINEERING ASSOCIAYES,
o COMSULTING BNGINEERS .

7. PROPOSED ACCESS THROUGH WETLANDS SUBJECT T0O DEC APPROVAL.

HH'TAG‘ FAHK . WIW;E?;&:"" MESTING WITH DEC FIELD
SKETCH PLAN ]

IN/# ™1
CANGE 02

s

s

PUEDONDION “P<ETCH PEAN FOrC
FINER PTEET APZC

ARSCHITYTEGTYS BEVELOPERDS

SEETON
TowN oF




